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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

1 . The text of those sections of Title 35, U.S. Code not included in this action can 
be found in a prior Office action. 

2. Claims 21, 24-26, 28, 31-35, 42 and 43 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as 
being unpatentable over Morland et al, 4,759,1 54 in view of Allen et al, 2,879,632. '1 54 
discloses an apparatus for aligning a lens, comprising an adapter part 3 comprising an 
alignment reference 13, in the form of a transverse web extending perpendicular to an 
optical axis of the lens. As shown in figures 1 and 4, the adapter is in contact with the 
connecting material (the adhesive). The web is arranged in a cavity in a side of the 
adapter part (a top side). '1 54 does not disclose the adapter having markings, ('1 54 
uses the freedom of movement of table 3 to align the lens with the block as the block is 
lowered toward the lens and adapter), a collet chuck, or that the lens is a spectacle 
lens, as opposed to a contact lens, or that the lens is an organic progressive lens. In a 
lens blocking device, '632 teaches using an adapter part for aligning spectacle lenses, 
the adapter part configured to position a first holder 51 relative the adapter part; and 
markings 126 configured to align said spectacle lenses relative other structures. Note 
jaws 54, defined by '632 as collet jaws and part of a chuck, which are in physical 
contact with the holder. Because both references teach an apparatus for holding a lens 
block for processing a lens, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill to have 
provided the adapter of '1 54 with the collet chuck and markings of '632, for the 
predictable result of accurately aligning the lens with the second holder, by controlling 
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angular position of tlie lens relative to the other structure. Regarding the workpiece 
being a spectacle lens, or an organic progressive lens, the examiner takes Official 
notice that such lenses exist, and are machined using lens blocks. It would have been 
obvious to have used the method of '154 with such a known lens, for the predictable 
result of machining the lens. Regarding claim 42, limiting "the markings comprise only 
two lines intersecting", it is the examiner's position that '632 clearly discloses that there 
are many lines intersecting, and that any two lines can be considered to meet the 
limitation of "only two lines intersecting". Applicant has not claimed that there are no 
other markings (the markings comprise..."). 

Allowable Subject Matter 

3. Claims 16, 17, 19, 20, 29, 30, 36, 38-41, and 44-47 are allowed. 

Response to Arguments 

4. Applicant's arguments filed 23 June 2009 have been fully considered but they are 
not persuasive. Applicant argues that the prior art of record does not teach or suggest a 
transverse web. It is the examiner's position that Morland, 13, discloses a transverse 
web as claimed, please refer to the rejection above. Applicant further argues that Allen 
does not teach "the markings comprising only two lines intersecting". Please refer to 
the rejection above. Regarding the limitation "two lines intersecting at right angles", 
Allen discloses graduations 122, 124, 126, any of which provide two lines intersecting at 
right angles. 

Conclusion 
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5. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 .136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 

6. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Maurina Rachuba whose telephone number is 571 272 
4493. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Friday. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Monica Carter can be reached on 571 272 4475. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
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Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

/M. Rachuba/ 

Primary Examiner, Art Unit 3727 



